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no explanation in terms of self-interest, the growth
of various particular States is often extremely artificial.
Strategic frontiers, geographical accidents, the vagaries
of statesmen, and the exploitation of merchants, have
gone to the construction of States, and as a result the
modern State, built up on a series of treaties engineered
by diplomats, is often entirely a mechanical device
and is by no means a natural and organic form of
association. Any effort to draw exact comparisons
between the individual and the community, or, as
Filmer did, between the family and the Nation-State,
is bound to be disastrous. Such an effort led Plato to
stratify his Republic in a way repugnant alike to taste
and to reason : such an effort turned Filmer from the
possibility of becoming a pioneer in the historic method
in politics, and constrained him to be a mere pamphleteer
for the hour, an honest but a most unconvincing
encomiast of Stuart despotism.
But there was another method of defence, and this
was the method adopted and made immortal by Thomas
Hobbes, whose world-famous Leviathan, distinguished
both by its philosophic depth and stylistic pungency,
was published in 1651. Hobbes was not primarily
a party to the historical dispute, and he succeeded in
making enemies on both sides. He is primarily a
philosopher, dealing, as he believed, with eternal
verities and writing for all time. Nevertheless, though
Hobbes claimed to be a philosopher, not a partisan, he
lived in close touch with the Royalists, presented a
copy of Leviathan to Charles on its publication, and
got into trouble, not for his politics, but for his supposed
atheism. And, judged in abstraction from its historical
environment, the Leviathan is certainly a defence of
absolutism, though that absolutism may be vested in a
body of people as well as in a single person. Hobbes